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Beer John, 

I reed your letter of the 26th. end found myself wondering, with what can 
1 compare it? ?<nat can illustrate its cogency, its logicl, reasonableness, how 
describe its argument ana "proof"? 

ji’roiK the beginning of time tha world has been round. Y 0 ur letter reminds 
m® of a jealous contemporary of ^ojuimbus 4 saying, "I knew it all tae time”, and citing 
as proof tue fact taat trees grow upward. 

1 will not respond es 1 should. Since this :'ast summer, when laid my 
own work aside to try and do for you what could be done to help with your suit, I 
here known ? have an anxiety condition. How long it existed before diagnosis I do 
not 'mow. ’5>ere 1 to respond as your letter warrants, I’d merely upset myself more. 

Practically nothing you say is relevant to whst really amounts to a 
question of your honor, your integrity, the meaning of your word, verbal and 
written. It must be obvious to you that it is child's play to follow around behind 
me picking up tha crumbs of my work, lay may wita self-reapsct would not so demean 
himself, would control his ego and his greed * would neither glean crumbs nor 
violate word. 

Perhaps, as you say, you may have "forsced out” two documents. But it is 
more likely that you have picked uo crumbs. I have told you quite candidly tMt I 
have been engaged, for a very long and costly period of time, in a systematic effort 
to force the production of certain suppressed evidence. I showed you some of it, on 
your word you’d not use it in sny way until after I could get it printed. This letter 
makes it impossible for me to continue to trust you, whoeh means I cannot continue 
to inform you of what x learn. I would have liked to. Even after all of this 
rather undisguised dishonesty on your part, believing it could be attributed to 
the temporary lack of control over ego, I offered to daow all of it to you. That I 
cannot now do. 

And I’ll spell the reason out for you: it is to keep your ego and greed 
from fucking up what must not be. It is not because I am entitled to the fruit of 
my own lebor, wuich I am, among people wno honor the concept of honor. 

Even after I go to the greertt trouble of explaining what happened, whet I 
did, you then, consumed.by ego, write” ”Am disappointed you have not asked me for 
mv copy of 02397 ”, Y n ur copy! Tne one I showed you jeers ago, on your word of honor 
to leave it clone- the one thet has been in POST MORTEM since August or earlier, 1967! 
The same book I loaned you, on your word to not use any of it. 

In the previous paragraph, you refer, in connection with the eutopsy 
sketch, to your just having "learned something about this which had prviously not 
been mentioned". Possibly this is tae cese, but s men not the creature of sn inordinate 
ego might have said, "to my knowledge". I am about to return to my autopsy writing, 
having researched the third book on it, but under the circumstencos, I think it te st 
thet I not ssk for whstever this is, for if it also turn outs to be whet I have 
accomplished, I doubt you'd believe it. 

It is true tost if you hod persisted long enougu you’d heve gotten toe 
autopsy authorization. However, there is little likelihood you would have until tbs 
time it was finally and so very disreputably put where it should heve been all along. 
You do not and cannot have tae proper context in which to use this, yet your over- 
weening concept of self blinds you to the possibility thet you may, indeed, ectuelly 
impair what we seek, what you claim to be seeking, by destroying the possibility of 
proper use by those who hsve worked for just this. 




There ere parts of your letter that you have to know are not honest, 
aside from tae childish self- justifications. For example, "I did not make s 
second or third request for the Autopsy Authorization because you told me it was "lost” 
and/or "{gisfifk&dX. I had relied on trading you some dccuraea ts end/or information of, in 
my opinion, greater importance for the Authorization when I came to need it." 
Parenthetically, this "need'', aside from e f&lse claim to having accomplished some- 
thing or a cheap sensation of tae kina that cannot help toe quest for truth, is not 
readily appereat, nor do I recall any aspect of your suit in which it is needed. 

The fact is that you knew I wanted to reserve the use to myself, for I so told you, 
and you had no reason to assume 1 would change ay mind. You have never, ever, 
offered to "trade" me anything, and * have never done so, either. You then say 
something that defies reason, onlyi the knowledge it did exist, which you had not 
been able to come by through your own efforts, prevented your personal discovery 
of it. John, John, wast has happened to you? 

You justify wnet you have done - and you ere, I -am certain, unaware of the 
misuse already made of it - in that childsplay with 399 by saying you "knew the 
tack of 399 was mutilated", but did nothing until I snowed you ths pictures I alone, 
of all the many who had worked in this, had had made, how, prey, did you "know"? 

From the testimony, which without deviation says the opposite? For the non-pictures 
non- published? And if you had such knowledge, with your great interest in it, why 
did you not order this picture for yourself during any part of thelong period of time 
it was possible? 

I shall not argue copyright law with you, but it is simply incredible to 
me that you would copyright tae work of another in your own name. This is all in 
the book 1 loaned you, and that is copyrighted, and prior to that was my "property” 
under the common law. 

Again I digress to show you where you are going unless you can egain 
achieve toe balance, perspective end integrity of a genuine shcolsr. A week or so 
ago in dhioago, Mark Lane was a witness. Mark has always reasoned much as you have, 
fie has always gotten away with his litersry lightfingers simply because those of us 
he systematically robbed would not jeopardize everything by exposing him. This time, 
however, knowing about Mark, the DJ did a little research. Cn the stand they con- 
fronted him with his "copyright” of his “hicago book and the source from which he 
purloined it. Even assuming the t out mall is inviolate, as only a fool would do, can 
you conceive that when the government is officially on notice that I era filing two 
suits they ere not familiar with my own copyrighted work? Or yours, when you hs-se 
filed yours? Can you visualize what will happen to your suit land through it all 
of us), to your reputation? They will have little trouble showing t .is is not an 
isolated esse, as you kust know, for I do, despite the fact that no one aas mentioned 
this to you. Now add to tnis tae effect if tuey sutpena me as a witness for the govern- 
ment. And they show me a copy of my own book, where what you have "copyrighted" is 
set forth.' had I the deposition to shield you on this, which I do not and will not, 
is there any way I could? Or what would happen if I were to really unload on what to 
me is your clear, selfish rather taan scholarly, motive, which I’d try to svoid? 

To say that you are "keen" on citing "priority” is to say you are careful 
to acknolwedge theft, but disguise it so only uou and tae victim know it. There is no 
comparison between a work on widen any copyrignt would have expired and one not yet 
printed. 



I asked of you a simple thing: that you tell me you would keep your 
pledge and not use whet I stewed end led you to. In si 1 three rages of your letter 
there is no such indication, only tne opposite. Yet you dsre conclude, "I do not 
envision any conflict in our work”? Is this not to say you fully intend helping your- 
self to mine? 
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I quoted your own letters to you onthis, perhaps forgetting your 
request that x premit you to keep POST KQBTEJ long enough to ra;.d it again, it had 
so much in it of which you were not aware* Your letter is non -res pensive end, 
sadly, entirely silent cn this point,, I say "sad" not as s figure of speech but 
as a rather modest representation of the reality of what it diselosss about 
your Integrity* I would welcome any other interpretation I could put on this 
and the other contents of your latter, for, having trusted you and regarded you es 
a friend, I’d prefer believeing anything but that you ere dishonorable. 

With the enormity of the field to cover, with your own considerable 
competences, why in the world cannot you go out on your own and make genuine, 
real discoveries, making some vslid contribution to knowledge? Why mus t you 
retrace whet you know ivss been done end pretend otherwise? 

I era, really, also asking the physician to heal himself, asking you 
to search your own soul, learn you own motive. To t-is end I remind you that when 
we met in Silver Spring I told you thet when Y could get s lawyer I would sue. You 
3oid you, too, would sue. I suggested we combine forces. Y ou made no response 
(although you did get me to help persuade those from whom you sought help, end 
1 did stop off in KC and attempt it, epparantly with some success). When, you 
filed the suit, going over so much not original with you and adding nothing that 
I detected thet was original with you, end when it became clear that you were 
at least skating close to steeling vast you had promised not to, I again asked 
you to include me in your suit. Agsihji you ignored this, ^cu did not evern have the 

courtesy to say no. How I am in a pesition to sue, and the only thing thus far 

preventing the filing of the suit is our desire to exercise the great care you did 
not when you should havs. Row, when you know that 1 will be able to take my own work 
into court in a proper context, you persist in thievery, for which, no doubt, you 

give yourself s less unpleasant designation - even after the warning that it requires 

the context only the man developing it can give it - and entirely unaware of its 
potential except for giving you a name. 

Over tnc years i have come to realize that tbs greatest single problem 
"our side" hog had is the dishonesty of those who were self-seeking. Taey have done 
what "the other side” could not against us, and taey have laid a basis for seemingly 
legitimate complaint against us and our motive. When I came to realize this, I spent 
some time thinking of it. It then occurred to me that he would would teach the pope 
religion should himself pray. How can we complain against a dishonorable Report or 
a dishonorable government when we, ourselves, ere dishonest? It also became clear to 
me that if this enormous labor on which neve sacrificed health and future, in which 
Y haven bankrupted myself, is to have sny meaning, 1 might, on occasion, have to 

establish the bong fides of "my side" to esteblisn my own. To this end a year and a 

half ago I stopped everything and wrote a book that will never see the light of dav- 
unless it becomes necessary. That gentlemen having comfortably abdicated, there is 
little likelihood. 

You misuse credit, do not, really, understand serious motive in this esse, 
having lost it all in personal ambition. If my objective were credit, I could have 
hired ell I have kept to myself hundreds of times. But it would have been negative, 
counter-productive. Being tai s would heve been opposed to serious work ss to the 
possibility of accomplishment. The time is long since pest when a single sensation or 
e number can ecnieve results, save in personal feelings. 

in sny event, I speak bluntly, if less so that your record warrants, I do 
hope you will think it carefully through and decide you are and can be a man of honor, 
are capable of and will do original things to help waat we all seek rather than taking 

the work of others and pretending it is yours. I also want you to be aware of the 

fact that if 1 never again mele mention of this, I will not forget it end, given waat 
I regard as a proper context, will do whst I regard ss necessary and right. Sincerely, 




